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Instead of being a neo-rationalist as Kant, on the whole, remained, he is funda- 
mentally an irrationalist, so far as his attitude towards ultimate reality is 
concerned. He is keen in perceiving and criticizing Kant's confusion of various 
aspects and elements of experience; but, instead of tracing their immanent 
organic unity, which Kant imperfectly realizes and formulates, he goes so far, 
in almost every case, as to assert their actual separation. This was seen to be 
true of his treatment of perception and conception, understanding and reason. 
Instead of recognizing their unity in the concrete process of knowledge, 
Schopenhauer dogmatically separates them in a scholastic manner, thus sub- 
stituting a lucidly wrong theory for Kant's confusedly right one. ... He 
fails to realize the essentially instrumental character of all categories and the 
ideal nature of the reality which they interpret. Thus, in the criticism of the 
'Transcendental Dialectic,' while clearly showing the impossibility of express- 
ing the nature of the thing-in-itself in terms of the mechanical categories, he 
misses what, after all, is the chief result of the ' Dialectic,' — the truth, namely, 
that the mechanical categories are not the only categories, that experience has 
phases which demand explanation in terms of teleological principles of organ- 
ization. Schopenhauer points out the confusion and error of Kant's proposed 
transcendental solution of the problem of the thing-in-itself by means of the 
postulates of Practical Reason, and correctly insists on finding the solution of 
the problem of experience in terms of experience itself. But, instead of 
showing that the mechanical categories cannot by themselves embody the 
ultimate solution, and therefore need to be supplemented by other organizing 
principles, Schopenhauer declares the causally connected world to be a world 
of mere appearance and illusion, and proceeds to seek reality in some other 
sphere of experience. He finds this metaphysical Real in the conative ex- 
perience." 1 But in so far as he denies of this 'Will- Reality' all that he had 
before asserted to be true of the 'World as Idea,' he is involved in a duality 
no less than was Kant in his doctrine of the two worlds of phenomena and 
noumena. Moreover, he never had an adequate conception of the 'immanent 
unity' of experience to which all particular phases must be referred, and in 
view of this he was never in a position to really grasp the essential problem 
of the Kantian philosophy, nor was he himself able to solve the problem. 

The foregoing quotations and statements will serve to show the careful 
character of the monograph and the broad, sane point of view implied in Dr. 
Tsanoff's criticisms. 

Philip H. Fogel. 
Princeton University. 

De Kant a Bergson. Reconciliation de la religion et de la science dans un spirit- 
ualisme nouveau. Par C. Coignet. Paris, Librairie Felix Alcan, 191 1. — 
PP- 155- 

As the sub-title indicates, the relation between Kant and Bergson is con- 
sidered by M. Coignet from the standpoint of ethics alone and from that of 

1 Pp- 75. f- 
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practical rather than of theoretical ethics. Kant is represented as having 
been the first to make possible, through his distinction between the pure 
and the practical reason, an ethics that should be independent of both meta- 
physics and religion. By this conception he gave rise to an intellectual move- 
ment, having its counterpart in social and political changes and especially 
evident among the group of writers in France who between 1865 and 1870 were 
advocating the " Morale IndSpendante." The war put an end to their activity, 
but M. Coignet, who had taken a prominent part in the movement, sees in 
the philosophical tendencies of the present time an approach to the theories 
which he then defended and which he still regards as true. Following in the 
footsteps of the independent moralists, scientific men like Poincare, philoso- 
phers like Boutroux and theologians like Sabatier have taught us that re- 
ligion, philosophy and science are not antagonistic to one another, but that 
each is valid in its own field. Thus they have all helped to prepare the way 
for the work of Bergson, who gives us a philosophy in which all opposition 
between science and metaphysics disappears. Bergson is said to have taken 
up the philosophical problem exactly where Kant left it, and to have produced 
a spiritualism far superior to any similar system of the past. To be sure, as 
yet he has left ethical and religious questions untouched; but M. Coignet 
speaks with a disciple's enthusiasm of the solution of all religious and moral 
difficulties that Bergson's philosophy has made possible and that his future 
books may be expected to develop and explain. 

G. N. Dolson. 
Smith College. 

La PensSe Contemporaine. Les Grands Problemes. Par Paul Gaultier. 

Paris, Librairie Hachette et Cie., 191 1. — pp. viii, 312. 

There are two classes of readers to whom M. Gaultier's book should espe- 
cially appeal: (1) men interested primarily in philosophy, who have read many 
of the books of which he treats, but who are glad to obtain a general survey 
of contemporary philosophical thought; and (2) those whose main pursuits 
are elsewhere and who for that very reason will welcome a brief and authori- 
tative account of what is being done is this field. The arrangement of La 
Pensee Contemporaine is admirably adapted for either purpose. Each one 
of the twelve chapters is preceded by a list of the books and periodicals with 
which it is concerned; and though there is no index, the logical order in which 
the different subjects are treated is a sufficient substitute. Beginning with 
La Convention dans les Sciences, the author considers questions of metaphysics, 
psychology, aesthetics, ethics and sociology, until he closes with a discussion of 
pragmatism under the heading of La Valeur de I' Action. Although a detailed 
treatment of the theories is naturally impossible, it would be difficult to praise 
too highly the clearness and accuracy of their exposition, while the criticism 
is at once keen and sympathetic. Nothing could be further removed from a 
mere catalogue or summary of different books and their contents. Instead, 
as its title denotes, the book is an account of contemporary thought with its 



